'.,* - FEB. 22. 2007 3:32PM 5106630920 RECEIVED N0 , 09 p 9 

CENTRAL FAX CENTER 

FEB 2 2 2007 

PT7.1VTA.RKS 

removed. .'wherein the amount of error correction 

Claims land 26 have been amended to recite wnereinm io 

ba *da. leastparfally onto -mom* erf loss de^ed for tr ^ 
.odme.toeoder." These ameBdmems arc beUeved sorted mFrgmes 1 and 2 

description. ^ ^r.r correction tunnels can be 

The techniques of the present mventionrecogmze in TCP, parity 

allow for error ~^££ZZ£ — — — " ""»"« 

, „Z USPN6243 saerSeh^citedbyAeExanurrerdeacnbesaBy^em for 
•kcm.oos.USPN 6,243,5 ^^oadon of data or real time media signals, ..." 

between two particular network nodes. 
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„. to oarticular embo diments of the present invention, the use of FEC tunnels 
According to particular emDuuuu „*j„,wl v lossy paths, as 

* ^imsnators to implement error correction for particularly lossy parns, 
allows network administrators imp m some embodiments, the ability to 

=s^rr=ss=s-— — — 

use of network capacity. to element forward error 

Schuster does not teach or suggest the use of tunnels to impiem 
Schuster does SchuSte r's RTP protocol is a tunnel protocol. The 

correction. The Exannner argues * * ^ol) is a standard packet 

nodes. j_„tc tVie At*>licants belierve that all 

innshtoftheabovere^ 

pending claims are allowable in their presen ttoP ^ 
dumber provided below if there ate any questions, concerns, 
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